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overlain by 300 hundred feet of bedrock to the potable aquifers. 
The specific disagreement in this matter goes to the 
application of the rule in OAC 1501: 9-3-07(D) which provides 
that the maximum injection pressure shall be determined either by 
formula or as otherwise approved by the Chief, Division of Oil 
and Gas. The formula allowable injection pressure was stated to 
be ]80 psi. The injection pressure approved by the Chief, after 
study by the UIC personnel, according to Mr. George Hudak, expert 
witness for the Division, was 450 psi. This surface injection 
pressure was based on the parting pressure less a 25% safety 
factor which was applied to prevent fracturing overlying strata 
and to prevent injection into overlying potable water aquifers. 
The appellants position was that the pressure of 450 psi is 
insufficient to flush oil from the reservoir efficiently and that 
an injection pressure close to the parting pressure should be 
allowed, or at least allowed on a trial basis. 
FINDINGS OF FACT AND CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 
Based on the testimony of the witnesses and the documents 
submitted and accepted by the Board, the Board makes the 
following findings of fact: 
I. The findings and order of the Chief were established 
based on suitable engineering test data. 
2. The determination of the allowable injection pressure 
is in accord with the requirements of OAC 1501:9-3-07. 
3. In making a determination of allowable injection pressure 
other than by formula the Chief may reasonablly impose a safety 
factor, for example, 75% of the parting pressure. 
ENTRY 
This matter came on for hearing before the Oil and Gas Board 
of Review on March I, 1988 in the First Floor Conference Room 
Building E., Fountain Square, Columbus, Ohio pursuant to a timely 
Notice of Appeal filed by the Appellant. The appeal was taken 
from the Order of the Chief, Division of Oil and Gas, # 87-329 
to Mr. Bobby B. Anderson, dated May 27 1987~ setting the 
allowable surface injection pressure for enhanced recovery in the 
R.& L. Gearhart #20 well at 450 psi. 
ISSUES 
The issue raised in this Appeal is whether the Chief 
of the Division of Oil and Gas lawfully and reasonably set the 
allowable injection pressure for a secondary (enhanced) recovery 
project pursuant to the provision of Ohio Administrative Code 
1501-9-3-07 where~ as here, a parting pressure test was conducted 
over a period of time and the allowable injection pressure was 
set below the parting pressure by a safety factor of 
approximately 25%? 
BACKGROUND 
The appellant, Mr. Bobby Anderson is the operator of the 
Gearhart # 20 well which is completed in the socalled Peeker Sand 
in Watertown Township, Washington County, Ohio. The evidence 
showed that the Peeker Sand is mapped as an elongate, east-west 
sand reservoir. The well is on a 400 acre lease among and 
adjacent to some 15 or more old oil wells, part of which are 
sought to be flooded by the injection of fresh water. The 
evidence showed that the Peeker is relatively shallow and is 
4. No evidence was presented which tended to show the 
decision of the Chief was unreasonable or unlawful. 
5. The Order of the Chief, No. 86-329 is found by the Board 
to have been lawful and reasonable. 
Based on these findings of fact and conclusions of law, the 
Board of Oil and Gas Review. 
ORDERS, that Appeal 276 is hereby DISMISSED. 
and that the Adjudication Order 
is AFFIRMED. 
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